
In preparation for the development of the statewide Policy for the Implementation of the 
Storm Water Program (Policy), the storm water staff conducted three listening sessions in 
January 2005 to help staff understand the concerns the stakeholders have with the 
existing program, and to gather input on how to address these concerns.   A total of 
approximately 250 people attended the listening sessions in Diamond Bar, Sacramento 
and Oakland, representing Phase I and II MS4 permittees and industry and environmental 
groups.  Fifty people spoke at the listening sessions, and staff has received 20 written 
comments, which are posted following this brief summary of the comments we received. 
 
The most common themes of the comments are: 
 
1. Funding in the post Proposition 218 environment 

 
Many MS4 permittees are concerned about the lack of resources to implement 
programs required in their permits.  They suggest that the Policy recognize local 
funding problems and allow the municipalities and school districts more time to 
implement program activities.  They also suggest that the Policy take into 
consideration of the cost and benefit of a required program. 
 

2. Consistency 
 

There are concerns about the inconsistency in current program implementation by 
state and regional boards and local jurisdictions.  These concerns include inconsistent 
permit requirements among regions and/or within a region, inconsistent interpretation 
of general permit terms, discrepancy between requirements of state and regional 
permits, inconsistent compliance inspections conducted by federal, state and local 
agencies, and inconsistent interpretation of the adequacy of a best management 
practice (BMP). 
 

3. Maximum extend practicable (MEP) 
 
Most comments we received suggest that the Policy must clearly define MEP on a 
statewide basis. 
 

4. Effluent limits/Numeric standards 
 
Many are concerned that end-of-pipe numeric standards for storm water are difficult 
to achieve given local jurisdictions’ budget constraints, and would result in third-
party lawsuits.  There are also concerns that numeric standards could force the 
municipalities to focus their resources on specific constituents and as a result, efforts 
to improve water quality on a watershed basis will be neglected.  In other words, 
while a discharger may  be in compliance with a benchmark or numeric limit, the 
receiving waters could still be stressed due to other pollutants or synergistic effects, 
etc. .  They suggest that the Policy maintain the current iterative, adaptive 
management approach to regulating discharge of storm water, and that quantitative 
measures should only be used as a tool to measure the effectiveness of a BMP.  



Comments received from the environmental groups suggest that numeric standards 
are necessary to provide consistency, certainty, transparency, accountability and 
enforceability to the storm water program. 
 

5. Relationship with other water quality programs 
 
There are concerns about the confusion caused by different requirements between the 
storm water permits and other program requirements such as total maximum daily 
load (TMDL) and Clean Water Act section 401water quality certification, the 
California Toxic Rule (CTR) and the California Ocean Plan.   

  
6. Wet weather discharge 
 

Many suggest that the Policy should recognize the unique, variable nature of storm 
water.  Storm water discharges are not like waste water discharges where the flows 
and pollutant loadings are somewhat predictable.  The quantity of a storm water 
discharge is  linked  to the storm size.  Pollutant loading is linked to factors including 
the antecedent dry period and the time and intensity of a storm event.  The issue of 
the variability of pollutant concentrations during a storm event was also raised.  
 

7. Monitoring requirements 
 

Issues regarding the monitoring requirements include whether compliance monitoring 
is appropriate for storm water, whether industrial group monitoring should be 
allowed, whether benchmarks and trends in pollution loading should be used to assess 
a program, etc.  Some suggest that monitoring should be used to make management 
decisions, but should not be the only parameter used for measuring compliance.  
There needs to be time built into monitoring programs to allow for the effects of 
program implementation to be quantified.  
 

8. Cross media/multi-agency jurisdiction problems 
 

Some suggest that the Policy should take into consideration that some aspects of 
storm water are also addressed by other program or agencies, such as air deposition 
and pesticide regulations.   
 

 
















































































































































































































